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(1 ) Hargobind S. Sawhney . (3) . 

(2) Mr. John James McGlew . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 21 July 2005 Time: 

Type of Interview: 

S Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes [3 No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
None 



Claims discussed: 
None 



Prior art documents discussed: 
None 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

|^lt is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Contiuation Sheet: 

On July 21, 2005, informed the attorney, Mr. John James McGlew, about allowability of the instant application. The 
examiner further wanted to discuss the apparatus element "fixing device 60" specified in last two lines of Paragraph 
0040 of the specification. The examiner pointed out that the above-indicated "fixed device 60" is not shown in any of 
the submitted figures. In addition, the examiner indicated that the numeral 60 identifying the "fixed device" has been 
deleted in paragraph 0044. 

In response, Mr., McGlew indicated that the fixed device is a combination of a moveable clip 62 and a fixed cover 63 
which are shown in replacement Figures 3 and 3A. Further, Mr. McGlew authorized an examiner's amendment 
requiring replacement "fixed device 60" with -fixed device - in paragraph 0040. 

Finally, the examiner informed Mr. McGlew that each of the independent claims includes allowable subject matter. 



